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DETAILED ACTION 



Response to Amendment 



1. 



This office action is in response to the amendment filed on 9/22/201 1 . 



2. 



Claims 43, 54-56, 61 , 63-65, 67, 68 and 88 have been amended. 



3. 



Claims 58, 59 and 89 have been canceled. 



Response to Arguments 



4. Applicant's arguments filed 9/22/2011 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

5. Applicant's argument regarding amended claim 88 is moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection. 

6. With respect to the Applicant's arguments regarding claims 43-44 and 90-91, 
Applicant's arguments are moot in view of the new grounds of rejection and the newly 
cited/applied portions of Appelman. 

7. With respect to the Applicant's arguments regarding claims 54-57 and Gross, the 
Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant's claim states "after the subscriber answers the second call, the call 
direction control system prompt the subscriber to select an action comprising one of 
answering the first call, routing the first call to voice mail, and routing the first call to an 
electronic mail address of the subscriber" {note: only one of these options needs to be 
satisfied). Gross states the "ARU" (equivalent to the call direction control system) puts 
a caller on hold and places the outbound call (the second call) and gives the callee the 
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option to accept or refuse the call. (Col. 16 lines 31-37) This meets the Applicant's 
claim limitations. 

8. Applicant's arguments with respect to claim 61 are moot in view of the new 
grounds of rejection and the newly cited/applied portions of Appelman. 

9. Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 62-68 are moot in view of the 
responses above. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

10. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 

obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

11. Claims 43, 44, 90 and 91 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Contractor (US-7,006,833) in view of Appelman (US-7,031 ,698), 
Wilhoite (US-2003/0224795 hereinafter, Wilhoite) and Aoki et al. (US-2003/0161099 
hereinafter, Aoki). 

Regarding claim 43, Contractor teaches a system for manipulating call 
redirection (Abstract and Col. 1 line 51 through Col. 2 line 40), the system comprising: 

a proximity zone database (Fig. 3 [114 & 116]) storing proximity zone data 
received from one or more of a mobile telephone of a subscriber and a computing 
device associated with the subscriber; (Fig. 4 [407-408] and Col. 9 lines 33-44) and 
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a call direction control system (Fig. 3 [114]) coupled to the proximity zone 
database (Fig. 3 [116]) to redirect calls directed to a primary destination address (Col. 9 
lines 12-14) of the subscriber (Col. 9 line 65 through Col. 10 line 6 and Fig. 4B [410] 
note: the Examiner does not see a difference in functionality with respect to "place a 
second call" until the limitations in claim 54 actually differentiate the need to "place a 
second call" instead of just forwarding/redirecting the first call): 

to a first selected address when the proximity zone data indicates that the 
subscriber is in the first proximity zone (Col. 7 lines 57-67), wherein the first 
selected address is a telephone number of a device in the first proximity zone; 
(Col. 7 line 64 and Col. 9 lines 54-65) 

to a second selected address when the proximity zone data indicates that 
the subscriber is in the second proximity zone (Col. 7 line 38 through Col. 8 line 
9), wherein the second selected address is an email address associated with the 
second proximity zone; (Col. 7 line 64) and 

to a third selected address when each of the plurality of proximity zone 
sensors indicates that the proximity indicator is not detected within the proximity 
zone associated with the respective proximity sensor (Col. 10 lines 6-10), 
wherein the third selected address is associated with a mobile communication 
device of the subscriber. (Col. 10 lines 10-13) 

Contractor differs from the claimed invention by utilizing "proximity sensors" 
instead of a cradle that is coupled with a computing device, with the cradles requiring 
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electrical contact with the mobile communication device of the subscriber to determine 
proximity information. 

In an analogous art, Appelman teaches a method and system for communicating 
forwarding information based on the device being physically detected at a location 
(Abstract) that includes using a cradle that electrically contacts the mobile 
communication device (Fig. 1 [112 & 112a]) and communicates a redirection message 
through a computing device. (Col. 2 lines 32-49, Col. 4 lines 44-67, Col. 6 lines 13-33 
and lines 53-67 note: the Examiner views the docking cradle that can communicate with 
an IP network to incorporate the computing device and the computing device logic) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the location based call forwarding 
system of Contractor after modifying it to incorporate the use of a cradle for detecting 
and triggering location based call forwarding of Appelman since cradles are well known 
devices that are typically used for storage/recharging a battery and are typically placed 
in locations where a user spends large amounts of time [i.e. located at home and at 
work). 

Contractor in view of Appelman differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly 
reciting determining the proximity zone data from the mobile telephone indicates that 
the mobile telephone is in communication with a wireless network access point. 

In an analogous art, Wilhoite teaches a proximity based call forwarding and 
transferring system (Abstract and Page 2 [0013]) that includes determining proximity 
zone data of a subscriber from their mobile telephone based on whether they are in 
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communication with wireless network access points associated with specific proximity 
zones. (Page 3 [0023], Page 4 [0040] "When the signaling center 12 receives a 
message from an IP antenna that an identified subscriber mobile phone is in good 
communication with the IP antenna" note: an IP antenna + router = a wireless network 
access point, specially since it is provided access to the Internet, Page 5 [0048], Fig. 1 
[14, 16 & 105], Pages 4-5 [0042] and Page 6 [0050 & 0055-0057]) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the location based call forwarding 
of Contractor in view of Appelman after modifying it to incorporate the use of wireless 
network access points instead of proximity sensors of Wilhoite since wireless network 
access points not only provide proximity detection (Page 3 [0023] and Pages 4-5 
[0042]) but also provide access to the Internet. (Fig. 1 [105] and Page 2 [0013]) 

Contractor in view of Appelman and Wilhoite teaches that personal computers 
can be connected to the delivery network and receive VoIP calls (Appelman Col. 4 lines 
2-8), but differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting the computing device 
is external to the charging device, wherein the computing device is coupled to the 
charging device via a universal serial bus (USB) connection. 

In an analogous art, Aoki teaches a cradle (Fig. 2 [9]) that is external to the 
computing device, that includes a USB cable (Fig. 2 [92]) for connecting to a personal 
computer (Page 1 [0009]) and includes the ability to charge a battery (Page 1 [0009] 
and Page 2 [0035]) of a connected portable information terminal. (Fig. 1 [8]) 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the ability to trigger the forwarding 
of telephone calls based on placement within a docking station of Contractor in view of 
Appelman and Wilhoite after modifying it to incorporate the ability to charge devices 
connected to a docking station through a USB cable interface connected to a computing 
device of Aoki since the USB interface has been universally integrated into personal 
computers, thereby providing a charging convenience and data sharing compatibility 
between many devices, while separating the computing device functionality from the 
docking station of Appelman makes the docking station cheaper for consumer 
purchase, without losing any functionality when connected to a personal computer. 

Regarding claim 44, Contractor in view of Appelman, Wilhoite and Aoki teaches 
the proximity zone is a home proximity zone associated with a home of the subscriber 
(Contractor Col. 1 1 lines 14-30) or a work proximity zone associated with a work place 
of the subscriber. (Contractor Col. 1 1 lines 31-33) 

Regarding claims 90 and 91, Contractor in view of Appelman, Wilhoite and Aoki 
teaches the particular wireless network access point is an 802.11 wireless network 
access point or a Bluetooth access point. (Wilhoite Page 5 [0048] "Bluetooth and 
802.11") 

12. Claims 54-59 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Contractor in view of Appelman, Wilhoite and Aoki as applied to claim 43 above, and 
further in view of Gross et al. (US-6, 389,1 17 hereafter, Gross) 
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Regarding claim 54, Contractor in view of Appelman, Wilhoite and Aoki teaches 
redirecting a call to the mobile telephone number of the mobile of the subscriber 
(Contractor Col. 3 lines 35-38 & Col. 9 lines 12-14) based on the user location 
(Contractor Col. 9 line 65 through Col. 10 line 6 i.e. proximity zone data), the call 
direction control system receives the call. (Contractor Fig. 4A [403]), but differs from the 
claimed invention by not explicitly reciting after the subscriber answers the second call, 
the call direction control system prompts the subscriber to select an action comprising 
one of answering the first call, routing the first call to voice mail, and routing the first call 
to an electronic mail address of the subscriber. 

In an analogous art, Gross teaches a system and method of using a single 
telephone number to access multiple communication services that includes receiving a 
call, placing a second call to the selected address (Col. 16 lines 33-34) and prompting 
the subscriber to select an action to be taken with respect to the call after the subscriber 
answers the second call, including answering the first call. (Col. 16 lines 16-37 and Fig. 
8) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to implement the location based call forwarding of Contractor in 
view of Appelman, Wilhoite and Aoki after modifying it to incorporate a user menu for 
call action/inaction of Gross. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated 
to do this since even if a subscriber is using location based routing, a subscriber might 
find it temporarily inconvenient to always answer the phone. 
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Regarding claim 55, Contractor in view of Appelman, Wilhoite, Aoki and Gross 
teaches connecting the first call and the second call to allow the caller to engage in a 
conversation with the subscriber if the selected action indicates to forward the call. 
(Gross Col. 16 lines 16-37) 

Regarding claim 56, Contractor in view of Appelman, Wilhoite, Aoki and Gross 
teaches after receiving the first call, the call direction control system prompts a caller to 
provide the caller's name and stores a data record including the caller's name. (Gross 
Col. 16 lines 31-33) 

Regarding claim 57, Contractor in view of Appelman, Wilhoite, Aoki and Gross 
teaches after placing the second call, the call direction control system accesses the 
data record including the caller's name and plays an announcement to the subscriber 
that includes the caller's name before prompting the subscriber to select the action. 
(Gross Col. 16 lines 33-37) 

13. Claim 61 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki and Gross. 

Regarding claim 61, Contractor teaches a method of processing a call (Abstract 
and Col. 1 line 51 through Col. 2 line 40), the method comprising: 

a proximity zone database (Fig. 3 [114 & 116]) determining proximity zone data 
of a subscriber based on a call redirection message received from one of a plurality of 
computing devices associated with the subscriber; (Fig. 4 [407-408] and Col. 9 lines 33- 
44) and 

storing proximity zone data; (Fig. 4 [407-408] and Col. 9 lines 33-44) and 
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redirecting calls directed to a mobile telephone number of a mobile telephone 
associated with the subscriber based on the call redirection message, (Col. 9 line 65 
through Col. 10 line 6 and Fig. 4B [410]) 

wherein the call redirection message indicates that the calls directed to the 
mobile telephone number are to be redirected to: 

to a first telephone number of a first telephone device within the first 
proximity zone when the proximity zone data indicates that the mobile telephone 
and the subscriber are in the first proximity zone; (Col. 2 lines 1-11, Col. 7 lines 
57-67, specifically line 64 "telephone number" and Col. 9 lines 54-65) 

to a second telephone number (Col. 7 lines 62-67) of a second telephone 
device within the second proximity zone when the proximity zone data indicates 
that the mobile telephone and the subscriber are in the second proximity zone. 
(Col. 2 lines 1-11, Col. 7 line 38 through Col. 8 line 9) 

Contractor differs from the claimed invention by utilizing "proximity sensors" 
instead of a cradle that is coupled with a computing device, with the cradles requiring 
electrical contact with the mobile communication device of the subscriber to determine 
proximity information. 

In an analogous art, Appelman teaches a method and system for communicating 
forwarding information based on the device being physically detected at a location 
(Abstract) that includes using a cradle that electrically contacts the mobile 
communication device (Fig. 1 [112 & 112a]) and communicates a redirection message 
through a computing device. (Col. 1 lines 34-45 i.e. canceling call forwarding, Col. 2 
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lines 32-49, Col. 4 lines 44-67, Col. 6 lines 13-33 and lines 53-67 note: the Examiner 
views the docking cradle that can communicate with an IP network to incorporate the 
computing device and the computing device logic) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the location based call forwarding 
system of Contractor after modifying it to incorporate the use of a cradle for detecting 
and triggering location based call forwarding of Appelman since cradles are well known 
devices that are typically used for storage/recharging a battery and are typically placed 
in locations where a user spends large amounts of time (i.e. located at home and at 
work). (Appelman Col. 6 lines 13-23) 

Contractor in view of Appelman teaches the computing device is coupled to a 
network via a network access point (Appelman Col. 3 line 60 through Col. 4 line 36 
"LAN" & "WAN"), but differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly reciting the 
computing device is external to the charging device. 

In an analogous art, Aoki teaches a cradle (Fig. 2 [9]) that is external to the 
computing device, that includes a USB cable (Fig. 2 [92]) for connecting to a personal 
computer (Page 1 [0009]) and includes the ability to charge a battery (Page 1 [0009] 
and Page 2 [0035]) of a connected portable information terminal. (Fig. 1 [8]) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the ability to trigger the forwarding 
of telephone calls based on placement within a docking station of Contractor in view of 
Appelman after modifying it to incorporate the ability separate the charging device from 
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the computing device of Aoki since separating the computing device functionality from 
the docking station makes the docking station cheaper for consumer purchase, without 
losing any functionality when connected to a personal computer. 

Contractor in view of Appelman and Aoki differs from the claimed invention by 
not explicitly reciting after the subscriber answers the second call, the call direction 
control system prompts the subscriber to select an action comprising one of answering 
the first call, routing the first call to voice mail, and routing the first call to an electronic 
mail address of the subscriber. 

In an analogous art, Gross teaches a system and method of using a single 
telephone number to access multiple communication services that includes receiving a 
call, placing a second call to the selected address (Col. 16 lines 33-34) and prompting 
the subscriber to select an action to be taken with respect to the call after the subscriber 
answers the second call, including answering the first call. (Col. 16 lines 16-37 and Fig. 
8) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to implement the location based call forwarding of Contractor in 
view of Appelman and Aoki after modifying it to incorporate a user menu for call 
action/inaction of Gross. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
do this since even if a subscriber is using location based routing, a subscriber might find 
it temporarily inconvenient to always answer the phone. 
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14. Claims 62, 63 and 65-67 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki and Gross as applied to claim 
61 above, and further in view of Trioano et al. (US-2006/01 36546 hereinafter, Trioano). 

Regarding claim 62, 63, 65 and 67, Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki and 
Gross teaches the limitations of claim 61 above, but differs from the claimed invention 
by not explicitly reciting the use of an application layer communication protocol, a 
Remote Procedure Call, a Simple Object Access Protocol message or HTTP. 

In an analogous art, Trioano teaches a triggering system to initiate 
communications in a mobile network (Abstract) that includes the use of SOAP 
messaging (Page 5 [0065]), which inherently is an application layer communication and 
relies heavily upon Remote Procedure Call and HTTP for implementation. At the time 
the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement the location based call forwarding of Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki 
and Gross after modifying it to incorporate the use of SOAP as a triggering message of 
Trioano since it is based on XML and is a lightweight protocol for communication 
between web services in computer networks. 

Regarding claim 66, Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki, Gross and Trioano 
teaches the use of electronic mail message. (Trioano Page 2 [0015 & 0018]) 

15. Claims 64 and 68 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki and Gross as applied to claim 61 above, and 
further in view of Khan et al. (US-2002/01 65988 hereinafter, Khan). 
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Regarding claim 64, Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki and Gross teaches the 
limitations of claim 61 above, but differs from the claimed invention by not explicitly 
reciting the use of InterProcess Communication messages. 

In an analogous art, Khan teaches a mechanism for retrieving network content 
that includes using Interprocessor communications. (Page 15 [0175]) At the time the 
invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art to 
implement the location based call forwarding of Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki 
and Gross after modifying it to incorporate the Interprocessor communication 
messaging of Khan since it enables easy communication between server applications. 

Regarding claim 68, Contractor in view of Appelman, Aoki, Gross and Khan 
teaches the use of file transfer protocol messages. (Khan Page 1 6 [01 82-01 83]) 
16. Claim 88 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Appelman (US-7,031 ,698) in view of Aoki et al. (US-2003/0161099 hereinafter, Aoki) 
and Gross. 

Regarding claim 88, Appelman teaches a method comprising: 
at a computing device associated with a subscriber (Col. 6 lines 53-67 note: the 
Examiner views the docking cradle that can communicate with an IP network to 
incorporate the computing device and the computing device logic), detecting that a 
mobile telephone associated with the subscriber is in electrical contact with a charging 
device coupled to the computing device (Col. 2 lines 32-49, Col. 4 lines 44-67 and Col. 
5 lines 22-58) and wherein the computing device is coupled to a network via a network 
access point; (Col. 3 line 60 through Col. 4 line 36 "LAN" & "WAN") 



Application/Control Number: 10/668,686 Page 15 

Art Unit: 2617 

sending a first call redirection message from the computing device to a call 
redirection service (Col. 5 line 64 through Col. 6 line 40 and Col. 6 lines 53-67), wherein 
the first call redirection message indicates that a first call directed to a mobile telephone 
number of the mobile telephone is to be redirected to a telephone number of a 
telephone device within a proximity zone associated with the computing device; (Col. 6 
lines 25-34) 

detecting that the mobile telephone is no longer in electrical contact with the 
charging device coupled to the computing device; (Col. 5 lines 22-53) and 

sending a second call redirection message from the computing device to the call 
redirection service, wherein the second call redirection message cancels the redirection 
of calls to the telephone number. (Col. 2 lines 32-49, Col. 7 lines 1-8, Col. 8 lines 33-37 
and lines 51-55) 

Appelman teaches that personal computers can be connected to the delivery 
network and receive VoIP calls (Col. 4 lines 2-8), but differs from the claimed invention 
by not explicitly reciting the computing device is external to the charging device, wherein 
the computing device is coupled to the charging device via a universal serial bus (USB) 
connection. 

In an analogous art, Aoki teaches a cradle (Fig. 2 [9]) that is external to the 
computing device, that includes a USB cable (Fig. 2 [92]) for connecting to a personal 
computer (Page 1 [0009]) and includes the ability to charge a battery (Page 1 [0009] 
and Page 2 [0035]) of a connected portable information terminal. (Fig. 1 [8]) 
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At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to be motivated to implement the ability to trigger the forwarding 
of telephone calls based on placement within a docking station of Appelman after 
modifying it to incorporate the ability to charge devices connected to a docking station 
through a USB cable interface connected to a computing device of Aoki since the USB 
interface has been universally integrated into personal computers, thereby providing a 
charging convenience and data sharing compatibility between many devices, while 
separating the computing device functionality from the docking station of Appelman 
makes the docking station cheaper for consumer purchase, without losing any 
functionality when connected to a personal computer. 

Appelman in view of Aoki teaches redirecting a call but differs from the claimed 
invention by not explicitly reciting placing a second call for redirecting. 

In an analogous art, Gross teaches a system and method of using a single 
telephone number to access multiple communication services that includes receiving a 
call and placing a second call to the selected address (Col. 16 lines 16-37, specifically 
lines 33-34 and Fig. 8) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to implement the location based call forwarding of Appelman in 
view of Aoki after modifying it to incorporate placing a second call to a telephone 
number for call redirection of Gross. One of ordinary skill in the art would have been 
motivated to do this since this is a simple substitution of how a call is being forwarded to 
a different number, with a predictable result. 
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Conclusion 

17. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to MATTHEW SAMS whose telephone number is 
(571)272-8099. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F 6:30-4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Lester Kincaid can be reached on (571) 272-7922. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571 -273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-91 99 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571 -272-1 000. 



/MATTHEW SAMS/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2617 



